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Abstract

Unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA) greatly facili-
tates the deployment of neural networks across diverse en-
vironments. However, most state-of-the-art approaches are
overly complex, relying on challenging adversarial training
strategies, or on elaborate architectural designs with auxil-
iary models for feature distillation and pseudo-label gener-
ation. In this work, we present a simple yet effective UDA
method that learns to adapt image styles in the frequency do-
main to reduce the discrepancy between source and target do-
mains. The proposed approach introduces only a lightweight
pre-processing module during training and entirely discards
it at inference time, thus incurring no additional compu-
tational overhead. We validate our method on domain-
adaptive object detection (DAOD) tasks, where ground-truth
annotations are easily accessible in source domains (e.g.,
normal-weather or synthetic conditions) but challenging to
obtain in target domains (e.g., adverse weather or low-light
scenes). Extensive experiments demonstrate that our method
achieves substantial performance gains on multiple bench-
marks, highlighting its practicality and effectiveness.

1. Introduction

Object detection is widely applied in real-world scenarios
such as surveillance, autonomous driving, and robotics. De-
spite its success, training robust detectors for every new
environment remains challenging, as collecting high-quality
bounding box annotations for each scenario is both costly
and labor-intensive. Unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA)
addresses this challenge by transferring knowledge from a la-
beled source domain to an unlabeled target domain, thereby
reducing the annotation burden while improving generaliza-
tion across diverse domains.

Pioneering works on domain-adaptive object detection
(DAOD) employ adversarial losses [5, 9, 21, 45, 49, 52, 60]
or graph matching [33-35, 39, 40, 58] for domain alignment.
However, these methods often bias the detector toward the
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Figure 1. (a) Recent state-of-the-art approaches mainly rely on
self-training strategies to generate pseudo labels for target-domain
images. Their training procedures are typically complex, often
requiring multi-stage optimization and careful balancing among
multiple loss terms. In contrast, our method enables a simple end-
to-end one-step training pipeline, which greatly facilitates practical
deployment. (b) In terms of target-domain data quality, existing
methods heavily rely on pseudo labels for consistency training,
which can introduce noise due to missed detections. Our approach,
however, ensures accurate target supervision without such noise,
thus reducing misleading gradients during adaptation.

source domain, as only source-domain images are labeled
during training, limiting their effectiveness. As a solution,
recent approaches adopt the self-training strategy to generate
pseudo labels for the target domain [4, 8, 12, 14, 27, 28, 36],
implemented either via a mean-teacher framework [12, 50]
or using vision foundation models (VFM) [29, 30, 32]. Al-
though these methods have progressively improved perfor-
mance, their implementation procedures are often compli-
cated (e.g., requiring careful balancing of multiple losses in
a multi-task setting) or resource-intensive (e.g., multi-stage
training including large auxiliary models, or VFM with copy-
right restrictions), limiting their practicality.

We aim to develop a simple yet effective approach for
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DAOD. To minimize additional computational overhead
and reduce dependency on auxiliary networks as mentioned
above, we tackle the problem at the input level. Specifically,
we draw inspiration from frequency-domain image decom-
position [16]: In the frequency domain, the discrete Fourier
transform (DFT) represents an image with its phase and am-
plitude components, where the phase encodes content and
structural layout on which the human perception relies more
for semantic recognition, and the amplitude reflects the style
and noise that are more domain-sensitive [6, 53]. Based on
this property, re-pairing the phase and amplitude components
from different images enables the recomposition of content
and style, improving model robustness against amplitude
variations in different domains.

To this end, we introduce Phase-guided Amplitude Gener-
ation (PAGen), a lightweight (only 120k parameters) learn-
able module that performs input-level style adaptation for
the DAOD task. Given labeled source image data and the un-
labeled target one, PAGen operates in the frequency domain
by decomposing images into content and style components,
and learns to transfer target-domain styles to source images
while preserving the original content and labels therein. Fur-
thermore, unlike existing approaches that require auxiliary
models or multi-stage training pipelines [4, 8, 12, 23,29, 36],
PAGen can be inserted (and removed in the inference phase)
as a simple preprocessing module and trained end-to-end
together with the downstream task in a single training stage,
significantly simplifying the training process. Our main
contributions can be summarized as follows:

* We introduce PAGen, a simple, efficient, yet effective UDA
method that incorporates only a preprocessing module
during training, which is fully discarded at inference to
avoid any additional computational overhead.

* By inherently maintaining content consistency between
style-adapted and source images, we propose a feature
alignment loss to promote robust feature learning and
boost performance.

* Comprehensive experiments on various DAOD bench-
marks demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach,
achieving consistently superior performance with improve-
ments of 2.3% on Foggy Cityscapes, 3.1% on BDD100K
Night, and an average of 1.7% on ACDC over state-of-the-
art complicated methods.

2. Related works

We briefly review existing works on domain-adaptive ob-
ject detection and domain robust learning in the frequency
domain.

2.1. Domain-adaptive object detection

Early works on domain-adaptive object detection primarily
rely on adversarial learning [15] to align feature distributions
at both the image and object levels [5, 9, 21, 45, 49, 52, 60].

Another line of research models domain distributions with
graph structures and reduces domain discrepancies via graph
matching [33-35, 39, 40, 58]. For instance, DA-Faster [9]
aligns feature distributions at both the image and object lev-
els, while SIGMA [34] models source and target domains
as graphs and performs domain adaptation via graph match-
ing. However, due to the absence of ground-truth anno-
tations in the target domain, the detector becomes biased
toward the source domain and consequently exhibits lim-
ited performance on the target domain. To mitigate this
issue, self-training methods have been proposed to leverage
pseudo labels [4, 8, 12, 14, 27, 28, 36], generally following a
mean-teacher framework [12, 50] with various data augmen-
tations. For example, UMT [12] employs CycleGAN [59]-
generated images to mitigate domain shifts. CMT [4] in-
tegrates mean-teacher with contrastive learning [19] to en-
hance the representative capability of pseudo labels. AT [36]
combines adversarial domain learning with weak—strong
augmentation. MTOR [3] employs mean-teacher to enforce
region- and graph-level consistency. More recently, with
the rise of VFMs, DT [29] utilizes DINOv2 [41] for of-
fline pseudo-label generation and online feature distillation.
SEEN-DA [32] employs semantic entropy to refine cross-
domain features using CLIP’s textual encoder [43] and Re-
gionCLIP’s visual encoder [57]. Despite their effectiveness,
self-training methods often require multiple training stages
and rely on threshold-based [12, 36] or complex pseudo-
label selection criteria [8, 13], making them difficult to train
and tune in practice.

2.2. Domain-robust learning in frequency domain

Images can be transformed into the frequency domain via
various methods. For instance, the complex-valued dis-
crete Fourier transform (DFT) [16] maps images into the
frequency domain, which can be decomposed into phase
and amplitude components, facilitating the style transfer
of images by the manipulation of the amplitude spectrum.
FDA [53] exploits this property and swaps the low-frequency
bands of amplitude spectra between source and target images
for domain-adaptive semantic segmentation. ARP [6] swaps
the entire amplitude spectrum to enhance feature robustness.
More recently, CISS [48] applies FDA to adapt between
normal and adverse weather conditions for segmentation.
Despite their efficiency in transferring style for DA, these
methods rely on a fixed hyperparameter to determine which
frequency bands are exchanged. This lack of adaptability
across different domains or image instances prevents the
model from fully realizing its performance potential. There
also exist real-valued transformations, such as the discrete
sine transform (DST) [17] and the discrete cosine transform
(DCT) [1], which do not support phase—amplitude decompo-
sition well. In these cases, the spectral signals are typically
analyzed manually and partitioned into domain-invariant
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Figure 2. Image decomposition in the frequency domain allows
separating content and style components for cross-image recombi-
nation.
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and domain-variant frequency bands, which are then adapted
separately in the latent frequency domain. This strategy is
grounded in the observation that low-frequency components
tend to be more domain-invariant and generalizable, while
high-frequency components are often domain-specific and
prone to overfitting [6, 37, 51]. For example, FSDR [24] and
NightAdapter [2] leverage DCT and DST, respectively, to
enhance domain-invariant features while attenuating domain-
variant components for domain-generalizable semantic seg-
mentation. However, because these methods rely on man-
ual spectral analysis and handcrafted frequency partitioning,
they are susceptible to human bias and result in suboptimal
overall performance.

3. Proposed method

We start from reviewing the problem setup of UDA for object
detection and the mechanism of image decomposition in the
frequency domain for self-completeness. We then present the
mechanism of our proposed PAGen and detail its integration
into the DAOD task.

3.1. Preliminaries

UDA for object detection In the setting of UDA for ob-
ject detection, we have a labeled source dataset D° =
{(x5,03,¢8) ~ P(x%,b%, ¢%) =, where x§ is the i-th of
the N, source images; b7 and c; represent the corresponding
labels of the bounding boxes and categories, respectively;
s indicates the source dataset. We also have access to an
unlabeled target data set D* = {2t ~ P(z*)}2*,, where 2
is the i of the target images IV, and ¢ indicates the target
data set. In general, an object detector trained on D?® will
have a performance drop when tested on D!, especially if
the domain gap between the two datasets is large. Here, we
propose PAGen to reduce that gap.

Phase-amplitude decomposition of an image Animage /
of size H x W can be decomposed into phase and amplitude
components after being transformed from the spatial to the
frequency domain. Specifically, for each channel of the
image, we can convert it from the real spatial domain to
the complex frequency domain using the discrete Fourier
transform (DFT):

HW
; h w
Fluw) =Y I(hw)e 2 Grorion)
h,w
where j2 = —1 and (u,v) denotes the image coordinate.

Then we can have the phase spectrum, the argument of F at
each frequency by:

P (w. o) — arctan Imag (F (u,v))
F7 (,v) = arcta (Real(}"(u,v)))’ @)

and amplitude spectrum, the absolute value of F at each
frequency by

FA (u,0) = \/Real (F (u,v))* + Imag (F (u,0))%, 3)

where Real () and Imag () represent the real and imagi-
nary parts of the complex JF, respectively. We use F~! to
represent the discrete inverse Fourier transform (iDFT) that
maps the spectrum back to the image domain. Perceptually,
FP represents the content, while F“* represents the style of
an image, as illustrated in Fig. 2.

3.2. Phase-guided Amplitude Generation

As illustrated in Fig. 3(a), our proposed PAGen operates as a
preprocessing module preceding the detection backbone. It
is activated only during training, where it jointly processes
paired source—target images. During inference, the PAGen
module is entirely discarded, and target-domain images are
directly fed into the detector. Specifically, We build PAGen
upon a patch-based cross-attention framework, where the
query is derived from the source phase, while the key and
value are obtained from the source and target amplitudes,
respectively. In this design, each style-free query patch,
representing diverse object or background structures, learns
to refine its style through the powerful global attention across
both source and target amplitudes, narrowing the domain
gap consequently.

As shown in Fig. 3(b), starting from two randomly paired
input images I and I, from the source and target datasets,
respectively, we calculate the phase spectrum of the source
image 77 with Eq. 2, and the amplitude spectra F¢* and F*
of both source and target images with Eq. 3, and use them as
input to PAGen, as shown in Fig. 3(a). In the cross-attention
framework, we use F/ to generate the query Q:

Q = DConv®*3 (Conv?*? (ff)) , “4)
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Figure 3. (a) Overview of our approach. The proposed PAGen is employed only during training as a preprocessing component for the
detector. Given a source image and its style-altered PAGen output, we feed both into the detector and enforce feature alignment within the
backbone’s latent space. This alignment is optimized jointly with the detector’s standard training objectives to learn the full pipeline. During
inference time, PAGen is entirely discarded, and target-domain images are directly fed into the detector. (b) Architecture of PAGen. PAGen
follows a patch-wise cross-attention paradigm. We transform source image I and target image I; into frequency domain, use the source
phase as the query branch, and construct key—value features by concatenating amplitude representations from both domains along the spatial
dimension. Cross-attention yields an adapted amplitude, which is combined with the source phase and converted back via iDFT to produce

the PAGen-adapted image.

in which F7 is first patchified by a convolution operator
Conv”*? with both kernel size and stride of p (divisible by
H and W), and simultaneously mapped to hidden dimension
dp. Then, a depthwise convolution [22] with kernel size 3 is
used to project it to the query space. Similarly, we use F; A
and ]-'{4 to generate keys K, K; and values Vj, V; from
the source and target amplitude spectrum, respectively:

K, = DConv*®*? (Conv?*? (F1)),

5
K; = DConv®*3 (ConvP*? (}-54)) , ©)
Vi, = DConv®*? (Conv?*? (FA)), ©)
V; = DConv®*? (Conv?*? (F1)).

It is noteworthy that the convolution layers in Egs. (4-6)
are not shared. We then flatten the keys and values in the
spatial dimensions and concatenate Ky and Ky, V; and V;
pairwisely in the flattened spatial dimension to formulate the
key K and value V for the cross-attention framework:

K = concat (K, K}), @)

V = concat (V, V) . ®)

We also flatten Q in Eq. (4) in the spatial dimensions and
generate output amplitude A via the computation of the
attention map [56]:

T
A = Softmax (Qi{) V,

in which ¢ is a learnable temperature to scale the sharpness of
the attention distribution. Here, we assume a single attention
head for clarity, without loss of generality. We then reshape
A back to separate spatial dimensions and generate the final
output amplitude A*:

C))

A* = Conv**! (Upsample (A)), (10)

in which Upsample is a bilinear interpolator that extends
the size back to H x W, and a point-wise convolution [22]
Conv'*! is used to transform it back to the input channel
C. Now we can get a style-transferred image whose content
is consistent with the source image, by using iDFT to map
FP and A* back to image space:

I, =F'(FF A", (1)
in which [, is the adapted image from the source domain to
the target. It is used together with the source image [ for
model training to enhance feature robustness between source

and target domains.

3.3. Feature alignment

To strengthen the consistency of learned features across the
source and target domains, we additionally introduce a fea-
ture alignment loss, as illustrated in Fig. 3(a). This loss
encourages alignment of the multi-stage backbone feature
maps, facilitating the learning of domain-invariant represen-
tations:

N
1
Lra= 5 > MSE(F?,Fy),

i=1

(12)

where the mean squared error MSE is computed between
the source and adapted feature maps of the i™ stage of the
backbone F}°, I, and averaged among all the IV stages.
In contrast to previous methods [9, 45] that align domains
through adversarial learning at the distribution level, our
approach directly adapts and aligns corresponding feature
samples, achieving a more fine-grained and effective feature
alignment.

3.4. PAGen in domain-adaptive object detection

We now describe how to incorporate PAGen into DAOD.
PAGen is applied only during training as a preprocessing



Table 1. Domain adaptive object detection from Cityscapes to Foggy Cityscapes. The best performances are in bold, and the second-best
are underlined. The corresponding technical properties of each method are listed as: Alignment (adversarial domain alignment and graph
matching), Self-training (online pseudo-label generation or self-distillation), and VEM-based (offline pseudo-label generation, feature

distillation, or fine-tuning).

Technical properties

Method Person Rider Car Truck Bus Train Motor Bicycle mAP
Alignment Self-training VFM-based
DA-Faster [9] v 29.2 404 434 197 383 285 237 32.7 32.0
DICN [25] v 473 574 640 2277 456 29.6 386 474 44.1
NLTE [39] v 43.1 50.7 587 33.6 56.7 427 337 433 454
PT [8] v 432 524 634 334 56.6 378 413 48.7 47.1
CMT [4] v 47.0 557 645 394 632 519 403 53.1 51.9
MIC [23] v v 50.9 553 67.0 339 524 337 406 475 47.6
AT [36] v v 455 551 642 350 563 543 385 51.9 50.9
DSD-DA [14] v v 49.0 59.6 653 357 61.0 465 439 57.3 52.3
CAT [28] v v 44.6 57.1 637 40.8 66.0 49.7 449 53.0 52.5
NSA-UDA [58] v v 50.3 60.1 67.7 374 574 469 473 54.3 52.7
REACT [31] v v 514 579 674 377 584 528 446 54.6 53.1
DT [29] v v 48.5 600 654 472 665 529 462 56.7 554
DA-Pro [30] v v v 554 629 709 403 634 540 423 58.0 559
SEEN-DA [32] v v v 58.5 645 717 420 612 548 471 59.9 57.5
PAGen (Ours) 63.7 655 743 46.1 639 499 50.8 64.3 59.8

module and is discarded at inference, ensuring zero addi-
tional computational overhead.

PAGen as a pre-processing module As illustrated in
Fig. 3(b), given one source-domain image and a target-
domain counterpart, PAGen generates the adapted image,
which is fed into the backbone alongside the original source
image. Since the adapted image preserves the content of the
source image, the source ground-truth annotations can be
directly used to supervise the adapted image. Accordingly,
the object detection loss for both the source and adapted
images can be expressed as (without loss of generality, we
here adopt Faster R-CNN [44] for illustration):

Laer = LIP™  LTOF 4 LTP™ 4 Lo (13)
where £7P", L7P" L7 and L% denote the region pro-
posal loss from the region proposal network, and box re-
gression and classification loss from the region-of-interest
layer, on the source and adapted images, respectively. We
find that these losses have similar ranges and do not need to
be weighted against each other. With the style adaptation at
the input level, the model can learn robust and transferable
features for testing in the target domain.

Overall optimization objective Combining the object de-
tection loss of Eq. 13 and the feature alignment loss of Eq. 12
leads to our overall optimization objective in the form of

ACF’AGen = ‘Cdet + )\‘Cfan (14)

where ) helps to balance the two losses.

4. Experiments

We extensively compare our proposal with state-of-the-art
methods on various datasets and present comprehensive ab-
lation studies.

4.1. Datasets

We employ five popularly used dataset for comparison:

* ACDC [47] is a real-world autonomous driving dataset
covering four adverse weather conditions: fog, night, rain,
and snow. Its object detection annotations are consistent
with Cityscapes [10]. Each weather condition includes
400 training images and 100 validation images (except for
night, which has 106 validation images). Following prior
work [29], we train and evaluate our models separately on
each of the four weather splits.

» Cityscapes [10] is a real-world autonomous driving
dataset comprising 2,975 training images and 500 vali-
dation images for 8 classes.

» Foggy Cityscapes [46] is a synthetic dataset derived from
Cityscapes that simulates fog at three intensity levels
(0.005, 0.01, 0.02). Its annotations are inherited from
Cityscapes. The dataset contains 8, 925 images for training
and 1, 500 for validation. Following prior work [29, 32],
we use the full dataset in our experiments.

* BDD100K [55] is a real-world autonomous driving
dataset with annotations for 10 classes. Following prior
works [27], we use the day and night training splits, which



contain 36, 728 and 27, 971 images, respectively, and the
night validation split, which contains 3, 929 images.

¢ Sim10k [26] is a synthetic dataset generated from the GTA
V game'. It contains 10, 000 images with the class car for
object detection labels.

4.2. Implementation details

We implement our method based on MMDetection [7]. We
adopt ResNet50 [ 18] pre-trained on COCO [38] as the back-
bone and use Faster R-CNN [44] as the detection framework.
In general, we follow the default training configurations in
MMDetection, except that we set the batch size to 2 to in-
clude one source image and one target image per iteration.
All experiments are conducted on an H100 GPU.

For the hyper-parameters in PAGen, we set the patch size
to 16 and resize input images such that their spatial dimen-
sions are divisible by this patch size. We set the number of
heads to 4, the number of hidden dimensions to 32, and the
loss weight A in Eq. 14 to 1.

4.3. Results and comparisons

We employ the mean average precision (mAP) with a thresh-
old of 0.5 as the evaluation metric. All experimental setups
are listed below:

» Cityscapes — Foggy Cityscapes measures adaptation
from real-world clear weather to synthetic foggy condi-
tions. As shown in Table 1, PAGen surpasses all compared
methods in terms of mAP, improving the state-of-the-art
from 57.5% to 59.8% (+2.3%). In particular, our method
outperforms 5 of the 8 categories (person, rider, car, motor,
and bicycle), with gains ranging from 1% to 5.2%.

* Sim10k — Cityscapes assesses adaptation from synthetic
images generated by the GTA V game engine to real-world
driving scenes. As shown in Table 2, PAGen improves the
state-of-the-art performance to 69.9% mAP, achieving a
gain of 3.1%.

* BDD100K Day — Night evaluates adaptation from real-
world daytime to nighttime driving scenes. As shown in
Table 3, PAGen achieves the best performance of 49.5%,
improving upon the current state-of-the-art method by
3.1%. Following prior work, we exclude the train class
from evaluation due to its limited annotations. Notably,
our method outperforms 7 out of the 9 evaluated classes,
with performance gains ranging from 2.2% to 8.9%.

* Cityscapes — ACDC evaluates adaptation from real-
world normal weather to adverse weather conditions. As
shown in Table 4, PAGen achieves performance improve-
ments in 3 out of the 4 adverse weather settings, with gains
ranging from 1.2% to 4.6%. On average, PAGen improves
performance by 1.7% across all four conditions.

IRockstar Games, Grand Theft Auto V, Rockstar North, 2013.

Table 2. Domain adaptive object detection from Siml10k to
Cityscapes.

Technical properties

Method mAP
Alignment  Self-training VFM-based
LRA [42] v 55.7
DA-Faster [9] v 38.2
SCAN [33] v 52.6
CIGAR [40] v 58.5
OADA [54] v 59.2
DSD-DA [14] v v 52.5
NSA-UDA [58] v v 56.3
SIGMA++ [35] v v 57.7
REACT [31] v v 58.6
SOCCER [11] v v 63.8
DA-Pro [30] v v v 62.9
SEEN-DA [32] v v v 66.8
PAGen (Ours) 69.9

4.4. Ablation Studies

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed method, we
conduct ablation studies on the challenging Cityscapes —
ACDC benchmark, which involves adaptation from clear-
weather images to images under various adverse conditions
in the real-world scenario.

Learning-based vs. Human-Tuned Amplitude Genera-
tion Starting from the original FDA [53], we progressively
evaluate the contributions of the proposed PAGen architec-
ture. Following FDA, we substitute the source amplitude
with the target amplitude using 8 € {0.01, 0.05,0.09}. For
the design of the cross-attention (CA) module, we first test
using only the target amplitude, and then using both source
and target amplitudes to generate the key-value pairs. As
shown in Table 5, vanilla FDA exhibits variable performance
as (8 increases, ranging from a —3.1% drop (Snow) to a
+4.4% gain (Rain). This indicates that tuning (3 is necessary
to optimize spectral manipulation under different real-world
adverse conditions.

On the other hand, our proposed PAGen outperforms FDA
by leveraging the global patch-wise reference of the cross-
attention module to learn and generate spectra for domain
adaptation. As shown in Table 5, using only the target am-
plitude in PAGen yields performance comparable to FDA,
indicating that incorporating the source amplitude is essen-
tial for producing an optimal spectrum, which is consistent
with the original motivation of FDA. When introducing the
source amplitude, applying cross-attention PAGen yields the
best performance and consistently surpasses FDA across all
four splits, from 0.3% on Rain to 3.0% on Fog. These results
demonstrate the superiority of leveraging global reference
information from both source and target amplitudes simul-
taneously when predicting the attention map. A qualitative



Table 3. Results of domain adaptive object detection from BDD100K Day to Night.

Method Technical properties Pedestrian Rider Car Truck Bus Motlo ’ Bicycle Flgaf}f;lf Tée.lfﬁc mAP
Alignment Self-training cycle 18 1gn
DA-Faster [9] v 50.4 303 663 468 483 326 414 41.0 562 413
TDD [20] v 43.1 20.7 684 333 356 165 259 43.1 59.5 34.6
UMT [12] v 46.5 26.1 468 440 463 282 40.2 31.6 52.7 36.2
2PCNet [27] v 544 308 73.1 53.8 552 375 44.5 49.4 652 464
AT [36] v v 423 304 608 489 521 345 42.7 29.1 43.9 385
PAGen (Ours) 61.0 39.7 753 497 489 453 484 57.0 70.1 49.5

Table 4. Domain adaptive object detection from Cityscapes to
ACDC on the four weather splits.

Technical properties

Method Fog Night Rain Snow
Alignment  Self-training VFM-based

AT [36] v v 622 295 377 552

DT [29] v v 68.6 364 390 56.8

PAGen

(Ours) 67.8 37.6 436 586

Table 5. Ablation study w.r.t. model architectures by domain adap-
tion from Cityscapes to ACDC.

Method Settings Fog Night Rain Snow
Source amp.  Target amp.
FDA [53]
(8 =0.01) v v 64.8 360 389 56.8
FDA [53]
(8 = 0.05) v v 627 348 41.7 540
FDA [53]
(8 = 0.09) v v 63.0 342 433 537
PAGen
(Ours) v 63.3 351 418 57.1
PAGen v v 678 37.6 436 58.6
(Ours)

Table 6. Ablation study w.r.t. different \ values for the feature
alignment loss by domain adaption from Cityscapes to ACDC.

A=0 A=01 A=05 X=1 A=5
Fog 65.3 67.2 65.8 67.8 65.3
Night 35.2 35.5 37.7 37.6 35.8
Rain 419 42.2 41.8 43.6 40.2
Snow  56.0 56.5 57.8 58.6 58.3

comparison between FDA (5 = 0.01) and PAGen on the
Cityscapes to ACDC setup across all four adverse conditions
is presented in Fig. 4.

A in the Feature Alignment loss We analyze the effect of
varying A values in Eq. 14. As presented in Table 0, setting
A = 1 yields the highest performance, with an average

Table 7. Ablation studies w.r.t. the number of attention heads by
domain adaption from Cityscapes to ACDC.

# Attention heads Fog Night Rain Snow
8 66.2 344 420 59.0
4 67.8 376 43.6 58.6
2 673 371 430 58.0

Table 8. Ablation studies of domain adaptive object detection from
Cityscapes to ACDC on the patch sizes.

Patch size Fog Night Rain Snow
64 66.6 37.0 429 575
32 64.0 363 419 565
16 67.8 37.6 43.6 58.6

improvement of 2.3%. Furthermore, all tested A values
consistently improve performance over the no-alignment
case, emphasizing the crucial role of feature alignment in
PAGen.

Number of attention heads We investigate the impact of
the number of attention heads on the performance of PA-
Gen. As shown in Table 7, the overall performance generally
improves and saturates as the number of attention heads in-
creases from 2 to 4, with the exception of the Snow condition.
While Snow sees an additional 0.4% gain when the number
of heads increases from 4 to 8, the performance on the other
three splits decreases, ranging from 1.6% (Fog and Rain)
to 3.2% (Night). Although varying the number of attention
heads triggers slight performance fluctuations, all configura-
tions can achieve comparable or superior performance than
the peer methods presented in Table 4, demonstrating the
effectiveness of our approach.

Influence of patch size We examine the effect of patch
size on PAGen’s performance. As shown in Table 8, per-
formance initially decreases when the patch size is reduced



GT (Fog)

GT (Rain)

_ GT (Snow)

. FDA (Snow)

. PAGen (Snow)

Figure 4. Examples of detection results on each weather split of the ACDC dataset.

Table 9. Ablation studies of domain adaptive object detection from
Cityscapes to ACDC on the number of hidden dimensions.

# Hidden dimensions Fog Night Rain Snow
64 67.3 332 424 58.1
32 67.8 376 43.6 58.6
16 655 342 427 578

ACDC(Snow)

ACDCISnOW) .
. « Cityscapes

» Cityscapes

DR
. .
.

from 64 to 32, but then improves when the patch size is
further reduced to 16. This result indicates a non-monotonic
relationship between model performance and patch size gran-
ularity, which we attribute to the trade-off between learning
global and local information during training.

Number of hidden dimensions We investigate the impact
of varying the number of hidden dimensions on PAGen’s
performance. As shown in Table 9, all four splits achieve
the highest performance when the number of hidden dimen-
sions is set to 32. Reducing the hidden dimensions to 16 or
increasing them to 64 leads to performance drops ranging
from 0.5% (Fog and Snow) to 4.4% (Night), likely due to
underfitting or overfitting.

Domain alignment visualization We take Cityscapes and
ACDC (Snow) as an example to illustrate the domain align-
ment effect. As shown in Fig. 5, although also working in
the frequency domain, FDA produces feature embeddings
of the two datasets that are clearly separated. In contrast,
those extracted by PAGen are almost completely overlapped,
indicating a stronger robustness against domain difference.
This observation exhibits the effectiveness of learning-based
design in transferring target-domain styles to source images,

(a) FDA [53]

(b) PAGen (ours)

Figure 5. t-SNE visualization of embedding features from ACDC
(Snow) and Cityscapes, illustraing their domain discrepancy and
the representational structure learned by the model.

leading to the superior performance of PAGen.

5. Conclusion

We introduce PAGen, a simple, efficient, yet effective learn-
able preprocessing module that facilitates unsupervised do-
main adaptive object detection. Operating in the frequency
space, PAGen preserves content-related components from
the labeled source domain while adapting style-related com-
ponents across source and target domains, thereby enhancing
the robustness of detectors under domain shifts. Evaluations
on multiple DAOD benchmarks demonstrate the superior
performance of PAGen over existing approaches.

The main limitation of PAGen lies in addressing content-
triggered domain gaps. This is primarily because PAGen
relies solely on the phase information from the source do-
main and does not incorporate phase cues from the target
domain. As future work, we plan to investigate phase in-
formation fusion to better adapt content-level discrepancies
across domains.
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